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4ilM-rn 

3lfiRJ^Fir 

23 wf, 1999 

7f.^^XIR41/1/97-4&4141™WWTWH3iTfaftw 1963 (1963 RTT38) ^ RTO49 %3ftft t T ' y '; T 1 y | ^K 1 4f RTnPTkT 
^ huihth y^jt^b 3n14<*i<. u l yflR&Ki 7TWT 371^71 % ST;jgk "bi-scii htm v *TRT% , *jf4 R>1 TRl R5l <vift h WT 7^4 slk 'Pmfftft Rr 4 % 

<il\ 4 Obiscil MT1*1 '•RFR 4> TTFTTf *Fl «tH<n % I 

RT*THrtf.^1£1^4t/l/97-%4t4t 

*Ih<hitith- 7 iir(%^^) ... msff 

371^71 

( 22'<4Ril4, 1999 cfitTlffa) 

WT W7 (%■ 41 41) % '^liSMI 4t ^^9^9T^%i^^f^-^^^-5R7n^'!Rp'ftCT*qTI'W^tF1T 7 Fn 

®H fti «<*6K 5RT 7$ 1993-94 4 eff I 7$ ^4 % WT TT WT Rf&T T^TlMl 5KT 

ftroftTff % srmrc: 9T 4ii4qrfft ^ ^ ^ 41 i 

2. y«nq 4? Hrqiq^j 414)^3^ srkifkw ^jw/w41'7H i 43frt4 3fj4n f^qrwr p-tt kjRk (w) 

fkfk^ ^P'i4i % f^r *jf%r ^ ^4k*R u i (3T«rf^snqi^H Tkrr siik sfkilPH+>) a?k (isr) irc rr;wtt 4 iknr tstr^, ■sfer 

qkftwr, <i 4 )-h‘ki MR'Hmi snf ^^t w 4 ^tttPw «n i 

3. % "Rrasjj; % 41414 4wr ^ fkm. u i fl^rr % tr 414t tjrttr 4 «r1 tj(1 s?r Tjtp^f % arra-wr 

3rf«W fk^fk7T. gkf 4 fk^TCTTT t $1 ^TFT4f T?5Rt ^ f4nj; q’if«h<u| "97 37TOTfkl f I S-f'fH 'jfk ^iT ®Fff®fi7W Wf f^RT ^ ^WT % 
■Slkwrw psffk^ WT y4l«kilsrf/WT y4l‘«ii®ff % yRiPiPr fwpjl ^ TTTfkWJT^13TM lj1% Wit’ % 3MTT efit^ tt4> w krokr^ 

4. ^ WW97'snfkw 1 ! ^41 22 TWfl, 1999 ^it ^ 4d«b 4' fWT-1W?f kfi^n W ®TT I W 4te fWT W%% 41 ^1 

°tt 1 krfw ^Pm-hI % sRRpfn '‘jfk % ^Rxui*m q'ff‘ti<ui%amrKxi7^iq-^ ; «n I % 4141 ^rt ^ ^rn4 
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ritff ftfirtrrtrtT |-q^ Tfqi% y|ffrtt>ru| eftltl «u(f'«htb!, ’jfiT %TEfrTrtj'JMI 331^%^^ T$ fWRtl ’SirtTT^Wf 3Tep*T 

wf ^frrr i % 4 ~snfim”T ^ ^ ^ ^ ar^T m ^ wr ^tm sm f*t>Fi wnr 1 1 m fbrt>< »i & faq sr^ qtfHH 

wcfowM^W faqi farc*R^% 

fH^^TTO ’‘FsT^rtT'^t Tj^lTET^W^^I 'H!<ilf»FT'S[WI , r^'5IRriit7ft'T^ HiJI qPTOI 

iRlH-til fof)^l '3111^ I 

[ ft^lW3/4/aratWW143/98 ] 
rtrt. W, -3T«T3T 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 23rd March, 1999 

No. TAMP/1/97-KPT. — In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 49 of the Major Port Trust Act, 1 963 (3 ft 
of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby closes the case of the Kandla Port Trust about finalisation and fixation of 
rates of land for Kandla Port Trust as in the Order appended hereto. 

Case No. TAMP/1/97-KPT 

The Kandla Port Trust (KPT) ... Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 22nd day of February, 1999) 

The Kandla Port Trust (KPT) submitted a proposal for fixation of rates for leasing of land at Kandla. It was stated that 
the rates were earlier approved by the Government in 1993-94. The proposal for revision of rates was mooted on the basis of the /- 
recommendations made by a Committee constituted by the Port Trust. 

2. After a preliminary examination of the proposal, the KPT was requested to provide certain additional information/ 
clarifications including (a) categorisation of land for various categories (viz., residential, commercial, service, and industrial) 
and (b) initiation of an exercise to prepare clear concepts, proper classification, logical definition, etc. 

3 This requirement has not been fulfilled by the KPT in spite of repeated reminders. The KPT have merely come up 
with a statement that the rate structure is based on the classification done with respect to the distance of land from the waterfront 
and its proximity to the more developed area around the docks. They have not classified the land but have stated that the 
Authority can arrive at a logical conclusion based on the responses received by the Authority from various port users/representative 
bodies of port users. 

4. The proposal was discussed in detail in the Authority's meeting held on 22 February 1999. It was noted that the KPT 
had been asked to re-formulate the proposal based upon some rational classification of the land under specific categories. This 
had not been done by the KPT. It was felt that it would not be possible or correct for the Authority to prescribe rates without 
proper classification, land use plan, etc. The KPT cannot expect the Authority to do what the Port Trust has to do. It will not be 
possible, at any rate at the present stage of its evolution, for the Authority itself to work out these details. In the event, it was 
decided that the best course of action would be to return the proposal for recasting. This case should be closed; afresh case could 
be registered whenever the revised proposal was received. 

[ Advt./II J/IV/Exty/143/98] 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
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